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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set. 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 47, 50, and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Govari et al 6053873 in view of Janssen 5749914 and Silvian 
4681 111. Govari teaches a method of detecting when a stent is becoming occluded by 
sensing flow or pressure in the stent with a diagnostic transducer coupled to the stent 
and transmitting the information to a diagnostic device located outside of the body. It 
does not sending a therapeutic signal. Janssen teaches a method for clearing an 
occluded stent by inserting a catheter into the stent and transmitting a therapeutic signal 
to electrodes at the end of the stent to activate the electrodes an ablate the tissue, to 
remove the occlusion. As such, it would have been obvious to modify Govari's method 
to use the ablation device of Janssen, to improve the patient's health and prevent a 
heart attack. The combination odes not magnetically activate the transducer. However, 
Silvian teaches that it is well known to activate an implanted device magnetically. 
Hence, it would have been obvious to modify the combination to activate the ablation 
device using a magnetic signal, as it is merely the substitution of one known activation 
technique for another. 

Claims 57, 58, 60, 61, and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Govari et al 6053873 in view of Janssen 5749914. Govari teaches a 
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method of detecting when a stent is becoming occluded by sensing flow or pressure in 
the stent with a diagnostic transducer coupled to the stent and transmitting the 
information to a diagnostic device located outside of the body. It does not sending a 
therapeutic signal. Janssen teaches a method for clearing an occluded stent by 
inserting a catheter into the stent and transmitting a therapeutic signal to electrodes at 
the end of the stent to activate the electrodes an ablate the tissue, to remove the 
occlusion. As such, it would have been obvious to modify Govari's method to use the 
ablation device of Janssen, to improve the patient's health and prevent a heart attack. 
Claim 59 is rejected in that the ablation energy could rupture a drug precursor. Claim 
60 is rejected in that the circuitry in the stent is powered from outside of the body and 
the power signal is received by rf coil 40. Claim 61 is rejected in that it the examiner 
takes official notice that hardwired and wireless connections are known to be equivalent 
in the art. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to modify the combination to 
hardwire the external power source to the sensor, as it is merely the substitution of one 
known equivalent for another. Claim 62 is rejected in that the sensor communicates 
with the receiver at one frequency and the power signal is at a second frequency (see 
figure 4a). Claim 63 is rejected in that there are a plurality of pressure sensors along 
the stent. 

Claim 48, 49, and 52, 53 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Claim 48 defines over the art 
in that none of the art ultrasonically activates a drug, in combination with the method 
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steps of claim 47. Claims 49 defines over the art in that none of the art ruptures a 
delivery vessel to deliver a drug. Claims 52 and 53 define over the art in that none of 
the art activates an ultrasonic transducer to emit two frequencies of ultrasonic signals. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Mosseri et al shows a method of minimizing restenosis a stent. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert L. Nasser whose telephone number is 571 272- 
4731 . The examiner can normally be reached on m-f 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Marmor II can be reached on 571 272-4730. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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